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Claims 1-24 remain pending. 



1 . This communication is in response to Remarks filed 26 September 2007. 



DETAILED ACTION 



Notice to Applicant 




Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 

all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the 
prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not 
be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



3. Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious by 
Brown (6458080) in view of Du (6,078,982). 



4. As per claim 1 , Brown teaches a system for scheduling a set of tasks to be 
performed by at least one individual to support healthcare delivery,, a method for 
providing a user interface for processing an event representing a change in 
circumstances potentially affecting healthcare delivered to a patien|; ? |Brown; Col. 



6 "Health History" and Col. 7, 



■i 
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in response to user command, initiating generation of at least one display image 
supporting a user in (Brown; Col. 6, lines 4-12), 

identifying an event and an associated parameter (Brown; Col. 6, lines 13-30); 
designating a predetermined first process is associated with said event by 
associating identifiers with said event and said associated parameter, said 
predetermined process comprising a set of tasks to be performed by at least one 
individual to support healthcare delivery ("scheduled tasks" read on 
"predetermined first process") (Brown; Col. 7, lines 35-47) 
providing said associated parameter to said first process using a map in at least 
one repository associating event identifiers and parameter identifiers (Brown; 
Col. 9, lines 18-40). 

Brown does not expressly teach: identifying a global parameter; 
designating a plurality of predetermined concurrently operable processes, 
including said first process, are associated with said global parameter for 
concurrently automatically sharing a value of said global parameteMnd 
indicating a value of said associated parameter is to be provided to^id first 
process in response to occurrence of said event; enabling access bMjsaid 
predetermined concurrently operable processes and sharing of saiisplobal 
parameter value. However these features are well known in the a'rt^s evidenced 

IK'' 

by Du. Du teaches a pre-locking coordination scheme to ensure consistent and 
concurrent execution of a workflow process (Du; Col. 9, lines 1-20)Sp f u Fig. 9 
teaches data shared between two different nodes (reads on "globaKarameter") 
in order for various processes to be run concurrently. It would haveroeen 



!! 



Application/Control Number: Page 4 

10/052,192 

Art Unit: 3626 

obvious to add these features to Brown with the motivation of allowing for a high 
degree of concurrency and consistency in a workflow process. 

20. As per claim 2, Brown does not expressly teach including the step of: 
filtering messages identifying events using said map to exclude messages 
conveying event identifiers unassociated with said predetermined first process 
from being passed to said process, wherein said at least one displa||mage 
supports and designating an executable procedure, for initiating a^^"kflow 
process comprising a sequence of tasks to be performed by a wor|er.or system, 
is associated with said event and wherein execution of said procedj|| is initiated 
in response to occurrence of said event. 

However these features are well known in the art as evidenced by Du. Du 
teaches a pre-locking coordination scheme to ensure consistent an<^jboncurrent 
execution of a workflow process (Du; Col. 9, lines 1-20). Du Fig. 9 tefaches data 
shared between two different nodes (reads on "global parameter") in order for 

i 

various processes to be run concurrently. It would have been obvious to add 
these features to Brown with the motivation of allowing for a high degree of 

concurrency and consistency in a workflow process. m 

ax. 

V "r 

v. 

5. As per claim 3, Brown teaches wherein said at least one display image 
supports designating a second process, comprising a scheduled sequence of 
tasks to be performed by at least one individual to support healthcare delivery, is 
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associated with said event and 

determining said second process is to be at least one of, (a) replac^d|and (b) 

% 

supplemented, by said predetermined first process in response to occurrence of 

'k-f 

said event (Brown; Col. 9, lines 18-40). 

6. As per claim 4, Brown (Col. 9, lines 18-40) teaches whereir^id second 
process is supplemented by said predetermined first process by atfj}||st one of 
the steps of, 

(a) adding said tasks of said predetermined first process to tasks ti^fip second 
process, and 

(b) substituting at least one of said tasks of said predetermined firsfprocess for a 

k 

task of said second process. 



7. As per claim 5, Brown teaches wherein said at least one display image 
supports designating a second process is to be at least one of, (a) replaced and 
(b) supplemented, by said predetermined first process in response to occurrence 
of said event, said second process comprising a scheduled sequence of tasks to 
be performed by at least one individual to support healthcare delivery and is 
different to said predetermined first process sequence of tasks (Brown; Col. 9, 
lines 18-40). 
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8. As per claim 6, Brown does not expressly teach wherein s^^^past one 
display image supports designating predetermined parameter verifigation criteria 
is associated with said associated parameter. V 

However these features are well known in the art as evidenced by Du. Du 
teaches a pre-locking coordination scheme to ensure consistent and concurrent 
execution of a workflow process (Du; Col. 9, lines 1-20). Du Fig. 9 teaches data 
shared between two different nodes (reads on "parameter verification criteria") in 
order for various processes to be run concurrently. It would have been obvious 
to add these features to Brown with the motivation of allowing for a high degree 
of concurrency and consistency in a workflow process. 



9. As per claim 7, Brown does not expressly teach wherein said designated 
predetermined parameter verification criteria comprises at least one of, (a) a 

value range (b) a value type and (c) a parameter symbol check. ? 

•> 

'I 

However these features are well known in the art as evidenced by Du. Du 
teaches a pre-locking coordination scheme to ensure consistent andfconcurrent 



execution of a workflow process (Du; Col. 9, lines 1-20). Du Fig. 9 teaches data 

•I 

shared between two different nodes (reads on "parameter verification criteria") in 
order for various processes to be run concurrently. It would have been obvious 
to add these features to Brown with the motivation of allowing for ajtjh degree 
of concurrency and consistency in a workflow process. 
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10. As per claim 8, Brown does not expressly teach wherein said plurality of 
predetermined concurrently operable processes comprise process instances. 

However these features are well known in the art as evidenced by Du. Du 
teaches a pre-locking coordination scheme to ensure consistent and concurrent 
execution of a workflow process (Du; Col. 9, lines 1-20). Du Fig. 9 teaches data 
shared between two different nodes (reads on "parameter verification criteria") in 
order for various processes to be run concurrently. It would have been obvious 
to add these features to Brown with the motivation of allowing for a high degree 
of concurrency and consistency in a workflow process. 



11. As per claim 9, Brown does not expressly teach wherein sard ; step of 

At- 
designating said predetermined first process is associated with said^eyent 



comprises designating an instance of said predetermined first proo^ is 
associated with said event. 




However these features are well known in the art as evidenc|||by Du. Du 
teaches a pre-locking coordination scheme to ensure consistent anipncurrent 
execution of a workflow process (Du; Col. 9, lines 1-20). Du Fig. 9^pches data 
shared between two different nodes (reads on "parameter verificati^criteria") in 
order for various processes to be run concurrently. It would have been obvious 

"i 

to add these features to Brown with the motivation of allowing for a high degree 
of concurrency and consistency in a workflow process. 
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21 . As per claim 10, Brown does not expressly teach including the step 



of searching a database containing records indicating active processes to identify 



active process instances of said predetermined first process. Howler these 
features are well known in the art as evidenced by Du. Du teaches/.ly&re-locking 
coordination scheme to ensure consistent and concurrent executio^pa 
workflow process (Du; Col. 9, lines 1-20). It would have been obvl^pto add 
these features to Brown with the motivation of allowing for a high degree of 
concurrency and consistency in a workflow process. 

12. As per claim 1 1 , Brown does not expressly teach including thf step of 

7 

in response to user command via said at least one display image, 
storing at least one of, (a) an event identifier identifying said even%(b) a process 
identifier identifying said predetermined first process and (c) an id^g§er 
identifying a particular instance of said predetermined first process! 

However these features are well known in the art as eviden(^l|b)y Du. Du 
teaches a pre-locking coordination scheme to ensure consistent ar^M)ncurrent 
execution of a workflow process (Du; Col. 9, lines 1-20). It would hafe been 
obvious to add these features to Brown with the motivation of allowing for a high 
degree of concurrency and consistency in a workflow process. 



13. As per claim 12, Brown teaches wherein said event comprises at least one 
of, (a) an event resulting from action by healthcare personnel, (b) an event 
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generated by an operating process, (c) an event generated by patien|monitoring 
equipment and (d) an event generated by a medical device (Browr^'^ol. 9, lines 

18-40). /!§; 



14. As per claim 13, Brown does not expressly teach wherein sli^isplay 
image indicates to a user a mapping of a first label representing ss^^'ent 
associated parameter used by said predetermined first process to ■ 
corresponding second label representing said associated parametj|tjsed by a 

i 

on 




second process replaceable by said predetermined first process upon 



occurrence of said event. 

However these features are well known in the art as evidenced by Du. Du 
teaches a pre-locking coordination scheme to ensure consistent and concurrent 
execution of a workflow process (Du; Col. 9, lines 1-20). It would have been 
obvious to add these features to Brown with the motivation of allowing for a high 
degree of concurrency and consistency in a workflow process. 



15. As per claim 14 Brown does not expressly teach wherein said first 
label is different from said second label. However these features are well known 
in the art as evidenced by Du. Du teaches a pre-locking coordination scheme to 

4 

ensure consistent and concurrent execution of a workflow process (Du; Col. 9, 

if 

lines 1-20). It would have been obvious to add these features to Brawn with the 
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motivation of allowing for a high degree of concurrency and consistency in a 
workflow process. 

16. As per claim 15, Brown teaches wherein said at least one display image 
indicates individual tasks comprising said predetermined first process (Brown; 
Col. 9, lines 18-40). 

17. As per claim 16, Brown teaches wherein said at least one display image 
supports user designation of a particular individual task of said individual tasks 
and said predetermined first process is initiated from said user designated 
particular individual task upon occurrence of said event (Brown; Col. 9, lines 18- 
40). 

18. As per claim 17, Brown teaches wherein upon occurrence of said event, 
said predetermined first process omits at least one task prior to said designated 
particular individual task (Brown; Col. 9, lines 18-40). 

22. Claims 18-24 repeat the limitations of claims 1-17 and the reasons for 



23. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier comm e n ta tions from 
the examiner should be directed to Michelle Linh-Giang Le whosel te le p hone 



rejection are incorporated herein. 



Conclusion 
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number is 571-272-8207. The examiner can normally be reached on 8 AM - 
5PM, M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Joseph Thomas can be reached on 571-272-3600. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 

- 1 i 

the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Statusliiformation 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIlMr Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is availableflfbugh 



Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system M ^^ ; http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Priv^^f AIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-^E7 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Seivic(j|R 
Representative or access to the automated information system, callf|00-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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